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RKMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In paragraph 2 of the Detailed Action the Examiner has rejected claims 1-4, 7, 9-U, 
14-19 and 21-29 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Comroe et al. (Comroe), U.S. 
Patent No. 5,355,367. Applicant has cancelled claims 4, 15-16 and 19. Claim 4 has been 
amended and added to amended claims 1 and 26. Claim 19 has been amended and added to 
amended claim 17. 

Regarding the Examiner's rejection of claim 1, the Examiner stated that Comroe 
discloses in column 6, lines 25-51, all of the features recited in claim 1. Applicant submits that 
Comroe in column 6. lines 9-25 discloses a process for allocating a communication resource 
during initial access to a communication system, not for handling hard handoffs. An apparatus 
providing initial access to the communication system is not the same as the computing 
apparatus of amended claim 1 that provides a computing apparatus for handling hard handoffs 
in which a communication resource is allocated in a second radio sector while the mobile 
terminal is already operating in a first radio sector. Specifically, claim 1 has been amended as 
follows: 

A computing apparatus for handUns hard handoffs armngcd to opemc 
within a wireless network in which mobile terminals can be in communication with a 
first radio sector including ai least one radio sector in ^ \ >'hich mobile tcntiinab can 
communicate , the computing apparatus comprising: 

network resource allocation logic that operates to request allocation of at 
least one network resource associated with a second the radio sector for at least one 
mobile terminal; to determine if the allocation of the at least one network resource 
associated with the second radio sector is successful; m4 if the allocation fails, to 
request the at least one mobile terminal be placed within a dormant mode Jn which 
rnmmunication between the at least one mobile termina l and the first radio sector is 
suspended: and 

hard handoffdeterminatinn lopic tha t operates to determine if a hard 
hnndfifffrom the first radio sector to the second radio se ctor is necessary for the ai 
iRost one mobile terminal and, if the hard handoff is desirable, to tri^^er the 
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» 1 1 -irrr t""— '"^ <" ""^^ 

nvrrfirf-'f^'ft""""^""'''''""'"'^''""'' 
The am—, to dain, 1 a. supported on page 6. line 25. to page 7, line IS. These 

Kv Fi(»iires 4-5 and the related discussion within the 

specficauon. ^.^ ^j^^ amendments 

5-14 have been amended to clanty tne language ui u , . o ^ « i a 

lade to daim 1. Specifically, correct an.eced«.ts have been added ,o dauns 2 and 5- 4 
rpenl^ ie. have been corrected h. claitns 5-7 and typographical error. an«nded tn c.a» H, 
rrtbephrase.„*^c— «o.--„..a,..,o.^ 

second n,om ,er,nM is estMlskei- has been appended to both datms 2 and 7. 
With respect to claim 4, the Examiner has stated that Comroe provides for hard 
handotfs. Applicant notes that Comroe does not provide a dormant mode opnon for 
I I JLd handoffs fiom a firs, r^io sector to a second radio sector. The dormant 
ir^lsedinComr^is^^providedforfailt^duringiniM-—^^^ 

system. Applicant believes that the amended daim 1 induing the features of clam, 4 ts no. 
Icipated by C^nroe. Moreover, Applicant no.es that claims 2-3, 7, 9-11 and ,4 .e 
depenlnt on daim 1 . Accordingly, claims 2-3, 7. 9-1 1 and 14 cannot be anuctpated by 

Comroe. 

With respect to the Examiner's rejecnon of claim 17, the Examiner stated flrat Comroe 
disdoses in column 5, line 62, to column 6, line 52 a similar apparatus. Applicant agam n«es 
U,a. Comtoc in column 6. lines 9-25 discloses that the method of allocattng ^ — c-n 
InrceisforiuM^onlyandnotforhardhandombetweenaftrstr^^^^ 

second radio sector. Claim 17 has been amended in a similar fesh.on to that of cla,m L TV 
contem of daim 19 had been added to claim 17 to ma^ it clear tha. the apparatus ,s used to 
control the allocation of network resources during hard handoff. 

The Applicant has made similar amendments .o claims 21, 23 and 26 -" '"P^^^ 
submits .ha. similar arguments aUo apply .o .hese daims. Applican. no.es that datm 8 has 
Ictamcnded to daKfy d>e language of the daims with respect to .be amendment mad^ 
177 Claim 22 has been amended to dari^ the language of .he clauns w,th respect to *e 
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•, 1 loimc 98 and 29 have been amended to clarify the 
amendment made to claim 21. SimUarly, cla.ms 28 and 29 ha 

language of the claims wi.h respect to the amendment made to cla.m 26. 

With respect to the Examiner's rejection of claim 24, the Examiner suggested that 

J a communicant wi* a first Radio Access Port p^vdcd by a fi« ™.>o sector. 

U, view otthe « Applicant resp.ctfi.Uy re,uests that the E— reco^ider 
and withdrawhis 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection of claims 1-3. 7. 9-11, 14. 17-18 and 21-29. 

toparagraph4of the Det^led Action the E^minerhasrcjectedclaim^^^^^ 
35 U S C 103(a) as being unpatcn«.ble over Comroe in view of Batyor, U.S. Patent 
No7282 429 Applicant notes that claim 5 is ttltimately dependent upon clatm 1 and Jh^ 

n !,f , JLtures recited in the amended claim 1. Applicant demonstrated above that 
r:::^ * U^notdisclosedincomroe^ 
S^n^l can, also submits that the features disclosed in the amended c.a,m 1 cannot be 
r ^Tn m view of this. Applicant respecMly ret^csts that .he Examiner reconstder 

T his^S uTc 103 a) rejection of claim 5 since .pnmafaa. case otobvtousness 

:arbr::;Lr— ^^^^^ 

the combination of the two references. 

In paragraph 5 of the Detailed Action the Examiner has rejected claims 6. 8. 12. 13 
and 20 unLr 35 U S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Comroe. Applicant notes mat he« 
:::::u«depende„tnponc,aims.ha.havebee„demo„s,ra.^^^^^^ 

,Con.e.Applicantsubmi.tha.aca^^^^^^ 
and witladraw his 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of claims 6, 8. 12, 13 and 20. 
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In view of the forgoing, early favorable consideration of this application 
earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted. 




/ James McGraw 



Date: January 6, 2004 
JMc:RSF:map 



